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HOWELL'S MERCOL AGAIN

Another Analysis Fails to Reveal the Presence of Mercury
During the latter part of last year a physician of Hot

Springs, Ark., wrote asking for information regarding a

preparation known as Howell's Mercol, manufactured by H. B.
Howell & Co., Ltd., New Orleans. The preparation was, and
is, advertised as a 1 per cent, solution of mercuric iodid in a

non-irritating neutral menstruum, recommended for hypo¬
dermic use in the treatment of syphilis. The physician above
referred to expressed some doubt as to the amount of mer¬

cury the product contained, for while he admitted that it was

non-irritating, he claimed to have been unable to get either
the physiologic action or therapeutic results of that drug.
The matter was therefore taken up and at the request of the
secretary of the Council on Pharmacy and Chemistry, Drs.
Reid Hunt and Atherton Seidell of the Hygienic Labora¬
tory of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service under¬
took its examination. The result of this examination was pub¬
lished in The Journal, Jan. 16, 1909, page 225. As will be
remembered the analysis showed that Mercol contained no

mercury, or if any at all, but the merest trace. The examina¬
tion, which was exceptionally exhaustive, should have revealed
the presence of mercury had it been present.

After the publication of the results of this investigation on

Mercol, Dr. J. M. Magruder of New Orleans wrote to The
Journal protesting for Howell & Co., "that the firm has no

desire to foist on the medical profession or the publie a
fraud." Dr. Magruder, who says he is family physician to the
head of the firm, described his visit to Howell & Co.'s place
of business, where he witnessed the manufacture of Mercol,
weighing out the ingredients and watching the process until
the finished product was bottled. With his letter to us he sent
a sample of this particular batch of the product which at once
was forwarded to Drs. Hunt and Seidell of the Hygienic
Laboratory, with the request that they examine it. This they
did and the results were the same as before; that is, mercury
was not present or if so, only in an infinitesimal amount.

What do these results mean? Here we have a firm claiming
that its product contains 1 per cent, of mercuric iodid and we

also have a physician, whose honesty is unquestioned, as¬

serting that he had seen this amount of mercury salt used in
making the product. Yet chemical analysis demonstrates that
mercuric iodid is, to all intents and purposes, absent. Evi¬
dently in subjecting the various ingredients to the "process"—
the nature of which is not disclosed—necessary for the produc¬
tion of the finished article, instead of achieving the feat of dis¬
solving the mercuric iodid in the non-irritating neutral men¬

struum, the "process" eliminates this drug altogether. Know¬
ing nothing about the "process," it is idle even to try to guess
what may have occurred to dissipate the essential, and it is
claimed the only potent drug in the preparation. Hypotheses
in such a ease are valueless; the important fact, and the one

that vitally concerns both patient and physician is that the
finished product fails to contain the ingredient on which the
value of the product depends. To a syphilitic relying on the
well-known remedial effects of mercury supposed to be present,
this fact has more than an academic interest.

It is not sufficient for a manufacturer to claim honesty and
good faith. In the making of remedial agents sins of omission
may be as potent for harm as sins of commission; ignorance
or incapacity may be as deadly as dishonesty or fraud. It is
the duty, as well as the business, of a drug manufacturer to
base his claims on his finished products, rather than on the
component parts used in their manufacture.

That the firm is satisfied with Dr. Magruder's proof of its
own honesty is evident, for we find his letter to The Journal
reproduced in the "Publisher's Notes" department of the
~New Orleans Medical and Surgical Journal, April 1909. This,
too. in spite of the fact that we wrote Dr. Magruder, Feb. 6,
190!), informing him of the negative results of the analysis
of the sample made under his observation. If Messrs. Howell
& Co. have made an honest mistake in supposing they could
produce a 1 per cent, solution of mercuric iodid in liquid

petrolatum, they will see that the mistake is corrected; if,
on the other hand, they are governed by commercial considera¬
tions only, they will doubtless continue to perpetuate the
same misrepresentation.

BRUSH'S REMEDY FOR SEASICKNESS
W. A. Puckner and W. S. Hilpert

[coxtkibition from the chemical laboratory of the american
Medical Association]

As a number of inquiries have been received regarding a
much advertised "Brush's Remedy for Seasickness," the prep¬
aration was subjected to analysis in the Association's labora¬
tory. The report follows:

"Brush's Remedy for Seasickness" is sold in five-ounce bot¬
tles in which are blown the name and the use of the prepara¬
tion. Besides giving the name and use of the preparation, the
label contains the following statement:

"It is confidently claimed that this preparation will prevent sea¬
sickness and carsickness if used strictly in accordance with the
following directions :

"A dessertspoonful in a wineglass of water every three hours
commencing at least 24 hours before sailing and repeating the dose
occasionally during the voyage.

"The Brush Chemical Co., New York, X. Y."
A small vivid red pamphlet that goes with the bottle more

fully elaborates on the claimed virtues of the "remedy." The
following are specimen statements taken at random from the
pamphlet:

"The only known specific that will invariably prevent mal ile
m ri·."

"Seasickness positively prevented."
"... is totally harmless and has not the slightest un¬

pleasant effect on the heart or circulation.*'
In addition to other equally broad statements and com¬

ments, several testimonials are given to convince the skeptical.
The "remedy" is a light yellow liquid, without odor, but

with a decidedly acid taste. Qualitative tests demonstrated
the presence of citric acid and sodium bromid. but the presence
of other acids, metallic radicles or any alkaloids could not be
demonstrated. Quantitative determinations1 showed the pres¬
ence of 14.94 gm. sodium bromid and 2.71 gm. citric acid per
100 c.c. of the preparation. A small quantity of an organic
coloring matter was also found.

From the results of the chemical analysis of "Brush's Rem¬
edy for Seasickness," it is concluded that it is essentially a
solution of citric acid and sodium bromid, and hence has the
value only of these ingredients.

Medical Advertisements in the Lay Press
An article entitled "Protecting the Magazine Reader from

Advertising Frauds," appeared recently in Printer's Ink, in
which the struggle for a "clean-up" in advertising is recounted.
Reference is made to a rule early established by the Curtis
Publishing Company—whose sole publication at that time was
the Ladies' Home Journal—that "no advertisements of a med¬
ical or curative nature" would be accepted. Justification of
this rule is given on the following grounds : "It is possible
that under this ruling a few—a very few—worthy remedies
are excluded, but it would be practically impossible for a

publisher to discriminate, with absolute justice, in this class
of advertising; nor is it possible to recommend any remedy,
however good, without reserve, to an army of millions of
readers."

The last-mentioned objection to medical advertising applies
without question to every "patent medicine" that has ever
been foisted on a self-drugging public.

1. (a) The presence of citric acid and the absence of other acids
having been demonstrated, the amount of citric acid was determinedby titration with standard alkali 10 c.c. of the remedy required for
neutralization an average of 39.16 c.c. tenth-normal alkali which is
equivalent to 0.2488 gm citric acid or 2.71 gm. per 100 c.c.

(b) The bromin was determined as silver bromid in the usual
way. In this manner 10 c.c. of the remedy diluted to 100 c.c. and
10 c.c. portions used, yielded (a) 0.2724 gm. silver bromid, (b)0.2725 gm. silver bromid averaging 0.2725 gm. which is equivalentto 1.494 gm. sodium bromid per 10 c.c. of the remedy, or 14.04 gm.
per 100 c.c.

As a check[ill]sodium determinations were made and the sodiumsulphate obtained calculated to sodium bromid. It was found that
in one case 10 c.c. of the preparation yielded 0.9900 gm sodiumsulphate and in another [ill]ase 0.9904 gm., giving an average of
0.9902 gm. This was equivalent to 1.435 gm. sodium bromid or
14.35 gm. per 100 c.c. which agreed sufficiently with the sodium
bromid calculated from the bromin determination to demonstrate
that the sodium and bromin are present in molecular quantities.
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